DOCUHENT RESUME

ED 111 340 IR 002 349
AUTHOR McCullough, Kathleen

TITLE Approval Plans and Departmental Fair Share.
INSTITUTION Purdue Univ., Lafayette, Ind. Libraries.

PUB DATE Apr 75

NOTE 34p.

EDRS PRICE MF-$0.76 HC-$1.95 Plus Postage

DESCRIPTORS Departments; *Library Acquisition; Library

Collections; Library Expenditures; *Library Material
Selection; Library Research; Library Technical
Processes; Program Evaluation; *University
Libraries

IDENTIFIERS *Approval Plans; Purdue University

ABSTRACT

Some university academic departments contend that
they do not receive a fair share of approval-plan books. The study
attempts to measure the proportion of books for each departmental
subject in general publishing and to compare those ratios to their
proportion in approval plan receipts. It also sought to determine
whether, and to what extent, book receipts that are low in some areas
are also proportionately higher in cost. The study compares both
books and costs for 47 Purdue academic departments in three ways: (1)
general publishing (Publishers Weekly figures), (2) publishing after
selection for academic level (Baker and Taylor data), and (3)
specific approval-plan receipts (Purduej. Results indicate that
approval-plan selection closely follows proportions in general
publishing and that some departments with small shares of books may

require disproportionately larger shares of the book budget.
(Author/JyY)

e 2k R R ok K o ook ok ok ok ook 3k A ok Rk ok K ok ok ok kA ok ok ok R ok ok ok K ok K R KoK R oK R KR K ko R R K ok K ok K ok koK Kok Ak K koK K K

* Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished *
* materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes every effort *
* to obtain the best copy available. nevertheless, items of marginal *
* reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the quality *
* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available *
* via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). EDRS is not *
* responsible for the gquality of the original dccument. Reproductions *
x x
* *

supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made from the original.
A oo AR o ok o R SR K KK 3K oK oK R A K oK o o Ao o o o ok o o oo oK o o o R o oKk % K




(- )
<t
M
H
H
i
(o
L)

IR ©O2 3%¥9

APPROVAL PLANS AND DEPARTMENTAL FAJR SHARE

by

Kathleen McCullough
Bibliographer, Momographs
Acquisitions Department

Purdue University Libraries

U S.OEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION 8 WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EOUCATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN-
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE
SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

Stewart Center
West Lafayette, Indiana 47907

April 1975




ABSTRACT

Some university academic departments centend that they
do not receive a fair share of approval-plan books.
Defining each subject's "fair share" as the same ratio
to general publishing, the study compares both books
and costs by forty-seven Purdue academic departments
in three ways: (1) general publishing (Publighers
Weekly figures), (2) publishing after selection for
academic level (Baker & Taylor data), and (3) specific
approval-plan receipts (Purdue). Results indicate
that approval-plan selection closely follows proportioms
in general publishing and that some departments with

small shares of books may require disproportionately

larger shares of the book budget,




APPROVAL PLANS AND DEPARTMENTAL FAIR SHARE

The Fair-Share Charge and Funding

When a university library begins an approval-plan program, it is widely,
if not often comsciously, accepted that there are more books published in

some subjects than in others. But, in a decentralized library system like

the Purdue University Libraries, as books begin to flood into some libraries

and trickle into others, the practical implicaticns of subject publishing
impact upon conscious thought, and reactions surface. One inevitable reaction
is a feeling on the part of some departmental librarians and teaching faculty
that the approvial plan does not supply them with a "fair share of the books"
and that other departments are "cleaning up."

The "fair~share" charge against the approval plan is a result of two
conditions. One is that publishing is not equal in all subjects; i.e.,
there are more books for the humanities and social sciences than for pure
and applied sciences. The second is that increasingly interdisciplinary
teaching and research produce books of interest to several disciplines
simultaneously. If there are fewer discrete disciplines, there are fewer
books falling totally into one classification.

There are dozens of examples of this kind of overlapping interest:
meteorology for both agriculture and geosciences, among others; astrophysics
for geosciences, physics, and aeronautical engineering, among others;
economics, for economics, home economics, political science, history,
agriculture; genetics for pharmacy, animal sciences, veterinary medicine,
biolcgy, biochemistry, botany, sociology; industrial psychology for
industrial administration, psychology, industrial engineering, sociology;
urban planning for sociology, political science, industrial administration,

civil engineering, art, landscape architecture.

4




Purdue's approval plan, to conserve book funds, is restricted to one copy

only of any book on the principle that at least one copy is available somewhere
on the campus to any pctential user. Which departmental library raong twenty-
five with many interests in common is to receive the approval-plan copy is
decided in the Acquisitions Department, which assigns each book to a specific
library. It is Purdue's policy to assign to strength in existing collections;
thus, a book on chemistry, for example, is assigned to the Chemistry Library
even though other disciplines--pharmacy, biology, biochemistry, veterinary
medicine, chemical engineering--could possibly also use the bmok.

Books are displayed for librarians to review, with each book identified
as to its library destination. Placement of any book under a one-copy
app. yval plan in a departmental library system rests primarily on subject
content of the book, but often upon extrancous bibliographic evidence--the
author's discipline, Library of Congress classification, and so forth--snd
sometimes even upon arbitrary judgement forced by the circumstances.

Under these circumstances everyone involved must try to make a distinction
between books in a subject and books that are of supporting interest to that
subject. But the distincticn is difficult to view objectively when the
librarian, trying to build a collection relevant to the needs of the
department he serves, sees €0% of the approval-plan books going to another
library and a minuscule 2% going to his own.

Another cause of dissatisfaction is funding. If departmental budgets
have been assessed to support the plan, some science and technology departments
feel that they are subsidizing more fortunate humanities-social science
departments and that the assessment renders them financially wnable io buy
the books they "really want." The books really wanted are not necessarily
those supplied by the approval plan, which they tend to regard as an arbitrary

book-collection device. At Purdue the approval plan was funded in part by

departmental assessment, based upon an estimate of the costs of books published
|
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for that subject; i.e., the proportion of subject publishing to total publishing;
in every instance approval-plan books that departments have reviewed and
accepted for their libraries surpass in total expenditures the original
assessment. Nevertheless, the approval-plan assessment is sometimes viewed
as a reduction in the power to purchase YHooks really wanted or additional
copies of approval-plan books. With a one-cepy plan, provision for added
copies is essential, and the budgeting of book funds should be based on the
varying needs to supplement the approval plan. At Purdue any additional
copies deemed necessary must be bought from the funds allocated to academic
departments or subject areas for book purchases other than approval plan. In
almost all instances, however, book funds tend to be regarded as inadequate.

A corollary to che problem of fair share and budgeting is the average
cost of books in each discipline. It is to be expected that books in technical
subjects, because of typesetting intricacieg and lower sales volume, will on
the average cost more than books for the social sciences &anl humanities,

which are more often straight textual matter and have a wider readership.

Proportionate Subject Publishing

The term "fair share" is not often defined when a complaint is made, and
neither are proportionate costs always taken into consideration. It 1s a
possibility, therefore, that some subjects are served by fewer published books,
but that a proportionately larger amount of the budget is required to supply
them.

Because the term "fair share" implies a ratio, percentage, proportion, as
opposed to an actual quantity, the answer to the question of how much any
department can expect to receive from an approval plan seems to lie in

establishing the proportionate amount of general publishing by subject and




comparing it with the proportion of actual book receipts by subject. The
additional problem of costs can be met by determining average book prices
and total costs by subject in general publishing and comparing those figures

with approval-plan average prices and total expenditures.

The Study
This study is besed upon the experience of the Purdue University

Libraries. In addition to departmeutal libraries with interests in common,
the libraries have a further complication in the matter of fair share. %o
confine tbe costs of the approval program to the amount budgeted for it,
the Purdue approval plan is restricted to a selection of U.S. commercial
pressesl; its plan does include all the U.S. university presses plus the
Cambridge and Oxford University presses.

But, in spite of the complications, the study attempts to measure:

1. The proportion of books for each departmental subject in general
publishing and to compare those ratios to their proportion in approval-plan
receipts.

2. To determine whether, and to what extent, book receipts that are low
in some areas are also proportionately higher in costs.

Any attempt to determine proportionate publishing and prices by departmental
subject is complicated by at least two variables:

1. Departments in the sciences and applied sciences depend to a much
greater extent than do the social scie.aces and humanities on journals, technical
reports, and the publications of societies. These kinds of materials are often
excluded from an approval plan because of their esoteric subject content and
therefore limited interest and because publishers of such materials are not
organized for mass distribution. An approval plan is usually interpreted as
an acquisitions tool that serves the general interests of the entire university

commmity, leaving each department responsible for the acquisition of materials

-
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that are of unique interest. Therefore, the usual approval plan in general is
originally and automatically weighted somewhat im favor of the social sciences
and humanities.

2. There is a lack of standardization in terminology in subject
classifications by agencies reporting publishing figures, and it is difficult
to tramslate them into the terms used by academic departments to name
themselves (see footnotes 5 through 39 to Table IV), Along with this goes
the increase, mentioned before, in interdisciplinary teaching and research.
Books in a subject assigned to one department could, selectively, also be of
interest to one or more others; books in gervice subjects, statistics. for
example, may relate to the specific subject--statistics for sociologists,
educators, librarians--but those departments also depend on books that treat
the subject generaily, Therefore, the number of books the records show that
a department received for its own library is undoubtedly augmented by books
recelved by other departmental libraries in the system as a whole that are
also available to that department.

Any library contemplating an approval plam will have to face these two
variables in funding its plam. It will have to use, and perhaps translate
literally, the classification system from whatever cost source it uses to
be able to arrive at an estimate of deparimental and system-wide costs and
will have to make additional allowances for added copies, either via approval
plan, departmental discretionary funds, or other means. The problems could
be expected to be more extensive in a decentralized library system than in a
centralized system.

This study compares the approval-plan receipts of Purdue's academic
departments with total. subject publishing and subject costs. These are
divided into two broad classifications: (1) subject publishing in general

and (2) the amount of subject publishing after the books have been screemed




and selected for academic level by an approval-plan vendor. Sources for the

three bases of comparisom are:

For general publishing: Publishers Weekly, its "Tigle Output-~Jan.-Sept.
" Ass
1974" (table), p. 19; and "Index of Prices (Per Volume), Hardeover Book? by

Category...9 mo. 1974" (table), p. 20, in "Third Quarter Analysis Shows

Hardcover Prices," by Chandler B. Grannis, both in the October 25, 197h

i
issue (Vol. 206, no. 18). 2
For academic approval-plan selectiom: The Baker & Taylor Co., "Shiiped
e
/

Titles Summarized by Desccriptors; 1l-Th Thru 6-74" (computer printout).;;

For specific library receipts: Purdue University Libraries, books T

re¢eived and paid for from July through December 1974 (computer printout
and other acquisitions records).

Total figures from these three sources are:

insert table labeled A from page 29

Purduets figures should reflect a several-month overlap with books

announced by Publishers Weekly and of books shipped and billed by Baker &

Taylor, which were subsequently received and paid for by Purdue., Purdue's
limited-press approval plan is being compared with Baker & Taylor's
academic~level program of three thousand to four thousand publishers and

Publishers Weekly's base of general publication listings in the Weekly Record.

The tables are arranged by Purdue's academic departments and schools,

but also include some of Publishers Weekly and Baker & Taylor categories

(see footnotes 5 through 39 to Table IV). Actual figures, although not
directly comparable, establish the base for percentages and averages, which
can be directly compared. The analyses that folinw and Tables I through V

are derived from the base data in Table VI,
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Findings from the Study

Tables I, II, and IV compare books and costs.

Table I is a summary of numbers of books and their costs by Purdue's
nine schoolsh based on Baker & Taylor data, It cdemonstrates the inverse
relationship of lowest proportion of books to highest average prices. The
number of books selected by Baker & Taylor that would be received by each
Purdue school is expressed as & percentage of Baker & Taylor's total
approval-plan book selection. The total costs for each Purdue school at
Baker & Taylor list prices is expressed as a percentage of Baker & Taylor's
total prices for all books selected. Paker & Taylor figures, translated
into Purdue*s schools, offset the effect of Purdue's limited selection of

commercial publishers.
insert Table I on page 30

If Purdue had on its approval plan all of Baker & Taylor's thousands
of publishers, and assuming compatability of subject classification, the
School of Humanities, Social Science, and Education could expect to receive
about 60% of the books and it would require about 50% of the total approval-plan
budget to pay for them. The School of Pharmacy, on the other hand, could
expect .5% of the books at a cost of about a tenth of the total expenditures.

Rankings in Table I in the percentage of books and percentage of total
costs are nearly parallel, as might be expected. More interest in a given
area results in more published books, whigh in turn require more dollars.
However, the humanities-social sciences percentage of total cost is lower than
its percentage of total books received. On the other hand, the percentage of

total costs for the sciences and engineering is higher than their percentage

B398,




of total books. In fact, the first-ranked school in books and cost is

ninth-ranked in average price, and the ninth~ranked school in books and

-

cost is first-ranked in aversge price. All other schcols except Home

Economics also reverse direction of rank.

Table IT ranks 47 of Purdue's departments and schools for which

there are transferable Baker & Taylor data for the same three factors

as in Table I; i.e., percentage of academic books published, percertage

of total costs, and average prices. Again, there is a tendency to reverse

ranks. Humanities and soclal-sclience schools and departments lead the

books~published list, and science-technology departments head the

average-price 1list.
Table IV details percentages of books and total costs for all
Purdue's schools and departments for which there are separate funds,

comparing figures from Publishers Weekly, Baker & Taylor, and Purdue.,

Books are generally received in proportion to their appearance in
general publishing. Scme of the deviations are a result of translating
subject classification, but some reflect the fact that the Purdue list

of commercial publishers is somewhat bilased toward science and technology
to balance the heavy humanities-social sciences publishing of university
presses and some commercial publishers. In general, the results are

within a few percentage points of each other. Publighers Weekly

figures, which include popular, mass-market publishing as well as

academic, show the greatest deviance.
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TablesIII and V compare average prices and equivalent books, equivalent
books being defined as follows:
The amount spent by Purdue for approval-plan books for each department

and school is divided by the average prices shown by Publishers Weekly and

Baker & Taylor to arrive at the number of books Purdue!s expenditures could
have bought from general publishing en toto and general publishing after
academic selection.

The equivalent-book figures are roughly equal to the actual numbers of
books Purdue received from the approval plan. They are another test to
campare approval-plan receipts with general publishing to attempt to define
fair share.

Table III summarizes the data for Purduet!s nine s¢*~cis.

insert Table III from page 31

Thus, Purdue spent $23,285.09 (at net prices) during the six months of

the survey on 1917 approval-plan bne™:. »9r the School of Humanities, Social

Science, and Education. At the Publishers Weekly (general publishing) average

list price of $9.65, the school would have received an equivalent of 2413 books.
At Baker & Taylor's (academic publishing) average 1list price of $10.k1, the
school would have recelved an equivalent of 2237 books, At the time of the

survey both Baker & Taylor ani Purdue had & maximm price limit of $50 per

volume.
Table V details the same information as Table III, average prices and

equivalent hooks, for all schools and departments.




Table VI shows actual prices and number of books published, shipped

and received by Publishers Weekly, Baker & Taylor, amd Purdue, respectively.

These are the base figures for the other tables.

Summary, Conclusion

In response to some departmental feeling that the departments are not
receiving a fair share of approval-plan books, the study campares approval-plan
receipts by subject at Purdue with the proportion of each subject in general

publishing, based on Publishers Weekly figures, and academic publishing, based

on Baker & Taylor data. The study also compares average prices of books by
subject for the university with general and academic publishing costs.

The study demonstrates that general publishing is heavily humanities- and
social sciences-oriented with lower average prices; science-technology prices
are generally higher for fewer books published. The impact upon an approval
plan is that some departments will receive more tooks tha/%, others, but that,
even with a selection of publishers, receipts for each subject are generally
comparable to their proportion in over-all publishing.

It may be difficult for an academic department to accept that it will
receive fewer books in actual aumbers but that its proportionate share of
the books will be roughly equal to its proportion in general publishing, or
that this may involve a disproportionately higher share of the expenditures.

A department with an unlimited budget could certainly buy more books than on

a curtailed budget, but unless it duplicated copies freely, it would eventually
reach the limit of the number of titlesit could buy that would serve its
subject. An approval plan, if it is carefully structured, will not benefit

one department over another more than ordering title by title because they

draw from the same publishing pool.




(ne part of the problem is whether the ratio of books on a subject to
surplementary books in other disciplines that are of use to that subject
varies from subject to subject. It can be logically assumed that it does.
There are probably more books directly relating to mathematics than there
are from other disciplines, engineering for example, that math could use.
Conversely, there are comparatively few books directly on pharmacy, but
many from other subjects--botany, organic chemistry, biochemistry, nuclear
physics, chemical engineering, business and industrial management--that
pharmacy could use. A subject for further study, establishing such a ratio
could be a tool for budget planners to help provide the book=-buying
capability to supplement an approval plan.

Entering into consideration in the average price of books is again
interdisciplinary crossover. The sciences and engineering are now relating
to sociological disciplines, whose books on the whole are priced lower than
science~technology tooks; they thus re?uce their average book costs somewhat,
Similarly, the humanities and social sciences are all making use of computers,
statistical methods, and other scientific tools and procedures; some of their
departments have a foot in both camps, for example audiology and speech
sciences, psychology and psychiatry, linguistics. Because humanities-social
sciences departments are using more basic science materials, they increase
their average book costs somewhat.

Purdue's generally higher average prices, $14.63 as compared to $12.92

for Baker & Taylor books and $10.k4 for Publishers Weekly, may reflect more

selectivity, both publishers and books, than Baker & Taylor and a great deal

more than Publishers Weekly. Research-level books with their tables, charts,

formulas, footnotes are more expensive to produce than books published for
general readership that are without these bibliographic impedimenta.

A point could be made that rigid selection under an austere book budget

o
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will not necessarily decrease expenditures for a library or increase the
aumber of books it can buy. It will perhaps only make a better use of
limited funds. BSelectivity with high average prices, however, conflicts with
research libraries! conviction that they must collect in depth and breadth
to support all a university's teaching and research. The situation speaks
for more resource~sharing among libraries, with concentration in individual

libraries only in selected aress.
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TABLE IT: Rank order of 47 Purdue schools and departments by the percentages of books in their subjects in total academic

publishing, the percentages of their costs in the total, and average prices of books (Baker & Taylor data).
(SCHOOLS are designated by capital letters; Departments, by capital and lower case letters)

- ———— —=BOOKS=~mecncmwaccaca cecccccece —————— Costs——wmmuccnncnene  concaemccaao Average Priceg--=wemccen-
Rank _%  SCHOOL/Department Rank _%  SCHOOL/Department Rank Price SCHOOL/Department
1 59.5 HUMANITINS, SOCYAL 1 47.9 HUMANITIES, SOCIAL 1 $27.22 Reference
SCIMNCE, EDUCATION SCIENCE, EDUCATION 2 25.85 PHARMACY
2 13.8 SCIENCE 2 19.8 SCIENCE 3 25.70 Chemistry
3 9.5 English 3 8.7 INDUSTRIAL ADMINISTRATION L 24,33 Metallurgical engineering
y 8.8 INDUSTRIAL ADMINISTRATION y 8.0 ENGINEERING 5 23,95 Biochemistry
5 8.4 Sociology 5 7.3 VETERINARY MEDICINE 6 23,67 Chemical engineering
6 7.1 History 6 7.2 History 7 22.33 Physics
7 6.9 Political science 8 €.2 Biology 8 21.95 VETERINARY MEDICINE
8 6.2 ENGINEERING 8 6.2 English 9 19.48 Botany "5
9 5.3 Philosophy 8 6.2 Sociology =
10 5.0 Education 10 5.8 Political science 10 18.56 SCIENCE
11 k,5 Biology 11.5 3.7 Art and design 11 18.47 Agronomy
12 4.3 VETERINARY MEDICINE 11.5 3.7 Chemistry 12 17.88 Mechanical engineering
13 3.8 Psychology 13,5 3.6 Mathematics 13 17.8% Biology
15 3.0 Art and design 13,5 3.6 Philosophy 14 17.62 AGRICULTURE
15 3.0 Civil engineering 15 3.2 Psychology 15 16,95 Industrial, ME technology
15 3.0 Mathematics 16 3.1 AGRICULTURE 16 16,79 Electrical engineering
17 2.8 TECHNOLOGY 17.5 2.9 Education 17 16,55 ERGINEERING
18 2.4 Physical education 17.5 2.9 Geosciences 18 16,54 Geosciences
19.5 2.3 AGRICULTURE 19.5 2.8 Civil engineering 19 15.92 Art and design
19.5 2.3 Geosciences 19.5 2.8 TECHNOLOGY
21 2.2 Comprvative literature 21 2.7 Physics 20 15.22 Mathematics
22 1.9 Chenmistry 22 1.9 Reference 21 14 .81 Agriculture, general
23 1.8 HOME ECONGMICS 23 1.7 Comparative literature 22 14,49 Aeronautical engineering
24 1.7 Nursing 24 1.5 HOME ECONOMICS 23 14,23 Forestry
25 1.6 Physics 26 1.3 Electrical engineering 2 13.23 History
26 1.5 Theater 26 1.3 Metallurgical engineering 25 13.03 Animel sciences
27 1.1 Music 26 1.3 Physical education 26 12.71 INDUSTRIAL ADMINISTRATION
28,5 1.0 Communication 28.5 1.2 Chemical engineering 27 12.67 TECHNOLOGY
28,5 1.0 Electrical engineering 28,5 1.2 Nursing 28 12.56 Commnication-
29 12,34 Civil engineering
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TABLE IT (continued)
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31.5
315
333
335
355
325

9
.8
.8
o7
o7
.6
6
%)
)
)

3
.2
2
2
2
2
I
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Reference

Higher education

Library science

Chemical engineering
Metallurgicel engineering
Biochemistry

Mechanical engineering
Botany

Industrial, ME technology
PHARMACY

Aeronautical engineering
Agriculture, general
Agronomy

Animal sciences
Forestry

Horticulture
Agricultural engineering
Nuclear engineering

30

31.5
31.5
3345
33.5
355
3545

38.5
38.

ko
k2,5
ka5
ka,5
k2,5
46
46
46
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Biochemistry
Communication

Theater

Music

PHARMACY

Botany

Mechanical eugineering
Higher education
Industrial, ME technology
Library science

Aeronautical engineering
Agriculture, general
Agronomy

Animal sciences
Forestry

Agricultural engineering
Horticulture

Nuclear engineering

1

Nuclear engineering
Agricultural engineering
Political science
HOME ECONOMICS
Psychology
Music
HUMANITIES, SOCIAL
SCIENCE, EDUCATION
Higher education
Library science
Comparative literature
Sociology
Nursing
Theater
Philosophy
English "
Horticulture =4
Education
Physical education




TABAE Ivlm: Percentages of books and prices by subject in general publishing
(Publishers Weekly data), in general academic publishing (Baker & Taylor

' data), and received and paid for on the Purdue approval plan,
P~ B&T PU:
SCHOQL/Department Books'—fPrices Books | Prices | Books  Prices
(Aeronautiical englineering 3 N f 2 | o1 }
Agricultural ecohomics ; ; L5 15,
Agricultural engineering, | 1, i a1
2 Acnmnqm p ! Ll: .9 2.3 , 3.1 i u.7; 5.9 |
@  iagriculture (general) | 2 .2 1 5
:Eg Agronomy, , ; ! 2 } 2 1 3 3
533 Animal ﬁciences | ‘ 2 1 .2 | 3| S
53 [Art and {iesign'? W6 k5|30 3T | 3T 33
<2 lAudiology, speech scienc? ’ , 1 o7 5
g\viatiojtechnology | l i S N |
8 ! | | | | ‘=
Biochemistry | ; £ 1 1.1 9 L8 !
Biologichl scienpesg ' ‘ k5 ; 6.2 | Lo ! 6.0 |
Botany | S5 .8 8. .9
Business: See Industrial ' ; :
. administration;; Sociol- i t
ogy, ecpnomics ! ' !
| : ! i
Chemicall engineefing!® ' T L2 a0 12
Chemistry n L9 . 3.7 L9 . 28
Civil engineering . , 30 . 28 |, 21 ' 2k
Comnunichtion'2 1.0 L0 | L5, .8
Comparatlive litefature® . 2.2 | L7 | 17, LT,
| .
Drama s S‘be Languhge, 1it, | »
poetry.i..; Theater ‘ 1 ‘ i
Economic;s; See Tndustrial :
adminisﬁration; Sociol- ! | i
ogy, ecbnomics i !
i 1 : ! !
'ducatiolia : ko0 21| 5.0 29 . ko 2.8
;lectricpl engin{':eringlu. 4 ! 1.0 13 1.k 2.0
Elec. En. techn#;logy . . , o A
GINEERING'® | . b8 5.6 , 6.2 . 8.0 6.9 . 9.6
‘ English'? | 95 6.2, 6k b5
hntomolo%;y : ; ,' N N,

' : i i

A e e e e e e




. TABLE IV: Continued
PR~ ===aBT PU-

SCHOOL/Department Books  Prices Books Prices Books Prices
oretstry]'7 o2 2 o2 3
ench o4 o3
heoscientes s ‘ 2.3 | 2.9 1.0 1.k
E : - l L ) L ) L ) L )
@  German R R
¢, '
02
O  Higher e;ucation .8 o7 .6 R
"E5 1 6 6 6
g o History 10. 1105 7.1 702 09 01
14
55 HOME ECONOMICSO 25 | L2 | 1.8 | 15 | 15| 1.1
Horticulture 2 ol ol ol
HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCI- | 72.6 | 67.1 | 59.5 | 47.9 56.6 | 47.0
ENCE, EDUCATION
INDUS ADMJ:N:,srr:RATIo»fl 8.8 | 8.7 9.6 | 9.1
Industrial education 4
‘ Industrial enginiering 9 11
Industridl, ME tech>2 S5 1.6 i -
Industrial supervyision i
|
Language} literature 12.0 | 8,7 | 13.0 5.6 10.2 8.0
poetry, | drama@3
Library c:ienceal4 ! 8 .6 5 o3
| !
25 | 50 | 346 4
Mathematjcal sciénces 1 7.0 3. 3.0 3.
echanical engindering i £ , .8 .8 1.4
edicine; See Veterinary ; |
Medicin | ‘
etallurgical engineer.> | g1 1.3 7| L
usic 8 7 9 | 11 .9 9 .6
uclear eengineeripg ’ ; 1 ol
ursing®] 5 1.7 | L2 L1 i .7
! |
® | |
| |
a ;
ot

et




FORM K

APPROVED FOR USE IN
PURDUE UNIVERSITY

SCHQOOL/Department

PHARMAC

Philosor y29
Philosophy, psyc
religi

Physical educati
Physical ed, wom
Physics‘
Poetry: See Lang]
literature, poa2

Politicall scienc

Psychology33

3

Reference

Religio:
psycho

Russian

SCIENCE

hology ;

bn, men
1
en3

hage,
% SRR

32

-

Science {general
Sociolo

Sociolo
Busines

- x ’:ﬁ
Speech: See Audig

|

mcm«ox.o?y (Total

3 econ

Forla literature
ive literature

Compara

|
|

t
|

cs}

blogy
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'I:ABII"!II'O: Average prices in gemeral publishing (Publishers Weekly data)
and in academic publishing (Baker & Taylor data) and equivalent books
in Purdue expenditures, compared with actual number of books received

on the Purdue approval plan.
. Books
-=-==Average Prices~--- Equivalent Books Rectd
SCHOQL/Departpent piod B&T PU ik BRI | PU
Aeronautical enjﬁneering $ $14 .49 |$11.48 L7 6
Agricultural ecdnomics Uk b7 50
Agricultural emgineering 11.48 3.1 1
2z  |AGRD 12,8k | 17.62 | 18,65 | 229.6 | 167.3 | 158
§§ Agriculture (general) 1%4.81 | 14.83 | 3.0 3
5; H % Agron 1B.47 | 15,76 8.5 10
L
Son |Animal geiences 13.03 | 22,92 17.6 | 10
53 |Art anddesign 14,01 | 15.92 | 13.02 | 117.1| 103.0 | 126
<7 |Audiology, speech scienck ; 9.30 oh
Aviation technology j 8.30 3
1
|
Biochemistry 23,93 | 8.1 36.4 31
Biological sciences !. 17.84 | 22,06 | 166.9 | 135
Botany | 19.48 | 15,98 | 22,1 27
Business: See Irfiustrial ! ;
‘ adminigdtration; Sociol- g
ogy, edonomics X * ! !
1 t
; J
1 |
Chemical engineering | 23,67 | 23.70 | 5.0 5
Chemistry | 25.70 | 2175 | Sh2 | 64
]
Civil ergineering ; 1234 | 16,74 %31 T |
Communication } 12,56 | 8,39 | 33.4 | 50
1 H
Comparative literature ; . 9.82 | 15.09 87.6 | 57 |
4 | ; !
{ . ' | : | f
Dramas dlee Languhge, llt'? | | | i
poetry...; Theager : | . : !
f 4
Economicgs See Industrial ; | i ‘
administration;; Sociol- | ; ;
ogy, economics e ‘ : 1 ‘ |
i ' : | i ‘
Education 10,17 . 7.62 {10.09 . 134.9 | 180.0 | 136 ;
Electrichl engingering | (16,79 | 21.9% 60.1 ‘ e |
Eec. eng. technplogy | : 11,73 | » 15 |
GINEERNG | 17.04 116,55 |20.28 | 279.7 | 288.0 (235 :
! : ' I
‘ English | | | 849 (10,18 | 261.5 + 218 |
Entonoloky T 20.89 | B t




TABIE V: Continued

‘ Books
-~-=Average Prices-~--~ Equivalent Books Rec'd
SCHOOL/Department ™ BT PU ™ B R
Forest $ $14.23 |$16.78 t 56| 8
French ; 8.54 ! L5
3 {r i
¢y |Geosciences 16,54 | 19.63 | sy %
5% German . W22 | 15
X2 . ‘
=z 2 r4 E ;
533 Higher education P 10,22 | 9.52 i 19.6 21
§§ History 11.28 | 13,23 | 12,79 | 266.4 | 227.1 | 235
$2  NOME ECONOMICS 8.3+ | 10.87 | 10.46 | 62.7 | 48.1 1 50
orticullture i 8.22 | 9.92 | 6 | 5
HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCI- | 9.65 | 1041 | 12,15 |2413.0 |2236.8 |1917
ENCE, EPUCATION |
INDUSTRIAL ADMINISTRATION y 12.71 13,89 | 355.0 | 325
1
Tndustrihl education * ‘
‘ Tndustrihl engineering } 16,47 P32
Tndustrihl, ME téch 116,95 | 9.25 | 1.1 2
IndustriRl superyision s }
Languagel, literature 7.61 | 8,22 | 11,57 ? 522.8 | U51.1 | 344
poetry,| drama ;
Library science 10.10 | 8.86 t 1.9 17
, i !
athematical sciénces | 15.22 |16.38 | 110.8 | 103
echanichl enginkering 1788 |23.19 | 8.7 | 27
edicines See Veterinary : i |
medicine ! i
! 1
etallurgical engineering 433 [ 27.67 | 2Bk | 25
usic %22 10,65 | 9.7 20.5 | 274 | 30
| | |
} !
uclear engineerjing | 11,66 21,43 . 5.5 f 3
. ursing i 9.52 | 8,96 36,7 1 39
s i
* ]




FORM K

APPROVED FOR USE IN
PURDUE UNIVERSITY

SCHOOL, /Department
PHARMA
Philos
Philosophy, psychology;
religi
Physicall educatibn, men
Physical ed, women }
Physics
Poetry: See Langhage,
literature, poetry...

Politicjl scienc
Psychology

Referen

psychalogys Re

Russian

SCIENCE
Science |(generall
Socioloéy

Business

Spanish
Speech: See Audi

TECENOLOGY (Tota

Technology (gene,
Theater

VEJ.‘ERINAFY MEDIC;

World literature
Comparative 1lit

L)

ligion

)

Sociologly, economics;

plogy

ral)

INE

s See
brature

Religioi See Philosoply

TABLE V: Continued
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bl B&T PU W B&T
$ $25.85 |$18.59 55 o1t
8.72 | 11.29 172.1
5.89 ! 9.59 | 17.25 | 658.7 | kok.6
5.87 | 7.8 { 9% | 301 s2.8
10,1k
22.33 | 22.51 56,5
10.9%% | 12.87 >h,1
| 10.82 | 14,33 219.8
20,43 ; 27.22 | 19,38 54,8 k7,0
!
|
* 15.73
19.99 | 18,56 | 20.37 | 400.k | 431.3
16,19
9,54 | 11,75 38k .4
10.51 | 11.16 | 12,8+ | 778.3 | 733.0
16.22
| i
1
L 12,67 | 9.6% .9
| 17.38 |
9051 12090 ‘ 28¢5
|
18.72 ; 21.95 | 20.57 | 184.6 | 157.%

&)
&S

Books
Rectd

77
133
299

33

56
216

166

66

395

312
637

29

2l

168
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TABLE VIhP: Actual number of books in general publishing (Publishers Weekly) and in academic
publishing (Baker & Taylor); their total costs; and Purdue receipts and expenditures,

‘figures or which tabular and analytical data are based.
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Agriculitural ec’ omics
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i
i
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design

Lstry i
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adminiktration; Sociols
ogy, economics

Chemical enginePring
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Civil ehgineering
Communication :

Comparative litkrature

Drama:
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poetryl..; Theater
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admini
OgY, €

Educati
Electri
Elec. e
ENG,

0.

Entomol.

|

Ftration% Sociols
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|
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|
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¢ |
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10 1
289 * 158
3., 3
21 . 10
31 : 10
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. o4
3
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574 i 135
69 . 2t
|
85 |
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39 0 T
126 | 50
283 . 57
634 136
2 . 46
L5
797 . 235
1211 218
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i
i

5,342.57
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|
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114,80
54092.59
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1387.95
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11819.0&
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2,4012,05
64090.73
4,976.01
1,582.20
24779.11
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4,831,k42
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‘ TABLE VI: Continued
- Books - - -Costs -
Forestiy o ; 8 $ T $ 341.50 |$ }‘*.2’#
French 4 { 15 ' .18
Gzegsciences 287 i 35 | 4,745,586 686.97 :
Geyman .15 | 213.38
¥ E § ! '
< I
EMidher |education 05! 2 | 1,075k 199.98
Migtory su6 | 902 | 235 28,1721.55 11,934.00 |  3,003.14
HONE ECONOMICS 60L| 230, 50 2,9%4.78 2,499.27 523,05
Horticylture 27! 5 | 211.95 hgiéa
HUMANTTIES, SOJIAL SCI- 17348 | 7585; 1917 167,427.51 178,975.29  23,283.09
ENCE, |EDUCATT |
| |
INDUSTRIAL ADMINISTRATION 1z 325 | 14,282,04 | u,sm[.eé
Industrial edudation | , Ty
’Indust ial engineering E 32 i 527.22
Iadustyial, ME [tech 58 2 ; 983,10 .50
Industrial supervision : I . ’
! : !
Language, litedature 2863 | 1662 3uk 21,778.92 14,657.29 | 3,978.93
poetry, drama I | ;
, }
Library science | 105 1 17 f 1,060.26 | 15(?.69
) | ;
i «j 1 I |
Mathematical sdiences /7| 103 | 5589149 |  1.687.01
Mechanical engineering ] ™ . 27 1,}&0.90 ; 623,58
Medicine: See Veterin- | ; ! 5 ! (
ary meédicine | ’ ! |
| ! ‘ ! '
Metallurgical éngineer, } 87 25 , 2,116.75 I 691.77
Music 198 ’ 145 30 2,175.05 1,544 .75 | 294..35
k { . i }
i | | ! | ! {
Nuclear engineering | 6 . 3 : | 69.95 , 30
'Nurs * | 212! 39| | 2018.90 | 39.58
| S
| i r | |
a .
| |
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SCHOOL/Department
PHRARMAQY
Philosaphy
Philosgphy, psychology;
religion
zy
Myeicdl education, men]
r
«Bh¥sicdl educ, Women |
[o]
E!@;tic
[T |
rys See ilage
ergture, portry...
<3

1'I.hu£sién

Politidal acienpe

Psychology

Referej:e
Religion: See Philosophy,

psychdlogy: Re

SCIENC#
Sciencd (genera
Sociolqggy,

Business

Spauish
Speech?

TECHNOLOGY (TotLl)
Technology (genﬁral)

Theatex
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World literat.re: See
ative liltterature
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1

Socioldgy, econkmics;

See Auﬁiology

1ligion
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114098.6& 5,158.20
2)176.43 31€6.29
| | 81,15
L j488.07 I 1,260.43
!
9{592.15 2,779.61
54205058 ‘ 2:378059
37’01+9.08 1,279.09
%
i
; 173,04
% .
52,{558.11 | 8,004.53
11'101.12
10,;196.61; 3,667.43
au;me.ss . 8,180.09
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| |
| 1,?&6.56 ‘ 4
1,598.10 | 27oi'89
12,{028.52 3&55?.89



"FOOTROTES
1P‘ublisher8 in Purdue's approval plan at the time of this study were:

Academlc Press Free Press Lea & Febiger St. Martin's
Addison-Wesley Foundation Press Lexington Saunders |
Aldine Linnet Scarecrow
American Elsevier Grune & Stratton ILippincott Shoestring
Appleton Gordon & Breach Little, Brown Springer-Verlag
Archon
Avi Hafner McGraw-Hill Tab Books
Halsted Macmillean (U.S.) Taplinger
Basi> Books Harcourt Brace Mosby Teachers College
Becker & Hayes Haxper & Row Thomas
Benjamin Heath North-Holland
W. C. Brown Houghton Mifflin Ungar
Parker University Park
Consultants Bureau IFI/Plenum Pergamon
Irwin Plenum Van Nostrand
Dekker Praeger
Dorsey Jossey-Bass Prentice-Hall Wadsworth
Dow Jones/Irwin West
Knopf Random House Wiley
Elsevier Raven Williame & Wilkins
Reston
Ronald

The selection was made after a detailed review of how many books were acquired
from each publisher, how they were bought (approval plan, departmental funds,
or other); how many books from each publisher were duplicated in more than
one library; and the subject scope of the publisher. The subject scope was
biased toward science-teclmology publishing to balance the humanities-social
science publishing of university presses. Given the bias, publishers thus
selected were believed to be those of most camprehensive value to the total
Purdue academic program; institutional publishers and others in specific
subject publishing were excluded. To estimate costs, total publishing
output of each publisher was determined, halved to allow for subacademic
level and standing orders, and then multiplied by what was then estimated as
an over-all average book price. Since then, Dorsey, Parker, Reston, Random

House, Tab Books, Taplinger, and Wadsworth have been dropped for reasons of

economy and their supplying a toc~high proportion of subacademic-level books.

By A
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2Exc1udea Juveniles, Fiction, Travel; Law is excluded from departmental figures,

but Included in total publishing and cost figures.

3I)enti.«stry, Fiction, Naval Science omitted.

2+The nine Purdue schools and their departments that have individual fiscal

accounts are:

SCHOOL OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural economics
Agricultural engineering
Agronomy
Animal sciences
Biochemistry
Botany and plant pathology
Forestry and conservation
Horticulture
(also includes e general

agriculture fund)

SCHOOLS (OF ENGINEERING
Aeronautics and astroneutics
Chemical engineering
Civil engineering
Electrical engineeriug
Indugtrial enginecring
Mechanizal -segineeting
Metallurgical ‘énginéering
Nuclear engineering

SCHOOL OF HOME ECONOMICS

SCHOOL OF HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCIENCE
AND FDUCATION
Audiology and speech sciences
Communication
Comparative literature
Creative arts
Art and design
Music
Theater
Education
English
History

SCHOOL OF HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCIENCE

AND EDUCATION (Continued)
Modern languages

French

German

Russian

Spanish
Philosophy
Physical education for men
Physical education for women
Political science
Psychological sciences
Sociology and anthropology

SCHOOL OF INDUSTRIAL MANAGEMENT

SCHOOL OF PHARMACY AND PHARMACAL SCIENCES

SCHOOL OF SCIENCE
Biological sciences
Chemistry
Geosciences
Mathematical sciences
Physics

SCHOOL OF VETERINARY MEDICINE

SCHOOL OF TECHNOLOGY
Aviation technology
Electrical engineering technology
Indugtrial education
Industrial, Mechanical engineering
technology
Nursing
Industrial supervision

w oy, ”;\(
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5Includes Baker & Taylor's Aeronautical engineering, Space engineering.

6Baker & Taylor's Agriculture.

"Publishers Weekly's Art; Baker & Taylor's Fine arts, Art media, Architecture,

Reprographics.
8Includets Baker & Taylor's Biochemistry and Biophy~ics.

9Inc1udes Baker & Taylor's Bilology, Zoology, Human biology, Microbiology,

1OIncludes Baker & Taylor's Chemical engineering and Petroleum engineering.

Physiology. l
}
|
nIncludes Baker & Taylor's Civil engineering, Regiomal planning, Tramsportatiom, }
Environmentdl engineering, Building engineering, Hydraulic engineering,
Highway engineering, Marine engineering. |

|

2rncludes Baker & Taylor's Commmications, Journalism, Publishing.
13Baker & Taylor!s World literature.

lhIncludes Baker & Taylor's Electrical engineering, Electronic engineering.

5 Publishers Weekly!s Technology.

16Publ:lashers Weekly's Language, Literature, Poetry and drama; Baker & Taylor!s

Language, Linguistics, Literature, English literature, American literature,
English language.

|
|
i
17Inc:ludeaa Baker & Taylor's Forestry, Fish culture and fisheries.

118Inclujdez': Baker & Taylor's Geosciences, Geography, Oceanography, Meteorology,

Paleontology, Petrology, Astronomy, Mineralogy.

lgPublishers Weekly's History, Biography; Baker & Taylor's History, History of

specific areas, U.S. history, Auxiliary historical sciences.

o>
| o [LONTN




2OIncludes Baker & Taylor's Home economics, Applied arts.

210mits Publisherg Weekly's Sociology and ecomomics; imcludes Baker & Taylor's

Economics, Labor ecomomics, Financial economics, Industrial economics, Land
economics, Consumer economics, Business, Commerce, Conservation and natural
resources, Public finance.

22Baker & Taylor's Manufacturing.

23Publishers Weekly categories. Includes Purdue's English, French, German,

Russian, Spanish, Comparative literature, Theater; Baker & Taylor's categories

es in Footnote 16.

Includes Baker & Taylor's Library science, Information science.

25Includes Baker & Taylor's Mathematics, Computer science,

26Includes Baker & Taylor's Mechanical engineering, Automotive engineering,

Machine engineering.

27Includes Baker & Taylor's Materials science, Metallurgy, Mining engineering.

28Inc1udes Baker & Taylor's Nursing, Therapeutics, Health science.

29Includes Baker & Taylor's Philosophy, Religion, Ethics.

3OPublishers Weekly categories; Purdue's Philosophy (which includes religion)

and Pgychology; Baker & Taylor categories as in Footnote 29,

31Publishers Weekly's Sports and recreation; Baker & Taylor's Sports,

Physical education, Recreation.

32Includes Baker & Taylor's Law, Government, U.S. government, International

relations, Military science.




33
Sk

Includes Baker & Taylor®s Parapsychology and éccult science, Psychiatry.

Publishers Weekly's and Baker & Taylor's General works.

35Omits Publishers Weekly's Sociology and economics; includes Baker & Taylor's

Sociology, Archaeology, Social science and statistics, Anthropology, Social

welfare, Criminolcgy.

36Publishers Weekly categories, Includes Purdue’s Sociolozy, Industrial

administration; Baker & Taylor's Sociology and categories listed in Footnote 21.

37Baker & Taylor's category, plus Manufacturing, Nursing, Therapeutics, Health

science; Purdue's School of Technology (which includes nursing).

58Publishers Weekly's Poetry and drama omitted; Baker & Taylor's Performing

arts.

39Publishers Weekly's Medicine; Baker & Taylor's Veterinary medicine, Medicine,

Internal medicine, Neurology, Pathology, Special branches of medicine.

uoBlanks in the tables indicate that the data were either not available or not

tramsferable. No column totals are given because some subjects are counted in

more than one category and data for others were not available,

£t




Table A; ingert on page 6 -
Number of Books Total Cost Average Pride

Publishers Weekly® 23,905 $249, 464 68 $10,44
Baker & 'I‘zaylor3 12,746 164,726.90 12,92
Purdue Libraries 3,384 49,512.,59 14,63

|

|
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Table I; insert on page 7

TABIE I: Summary-comparison of books and prices by nine Purdue schools: the percentage
of books for each school in general academic publishing, the percentage of each
school's costs to total academic prices, and average prices (Baker & Taylor data).

--------- % Of BOOKS==wwwmww= amemammel) Of COStB~mwmmmmen  wommam=AVErage PriceSee=weew-
Aver.
Rank % Schools Rang % Schcols Rank Price Schools
1 59.5 Humanities, 1 L47.9 Humanities, 1 $25.85 rharmacy
Social Science, Social Science,
Education Education
2 13,8 sciencé 2 19.8 Science 2 21.95 Veterinary
Medicine
3 8.8 Industrial 3 8.7 Industrial 3 18,56 Science
Administration Administration
6.2 Engineering L 8,0 Engineering L 17.62 Agriculture
4,3 Veterinary 5 T.3 Veterinary 5 16.55 Engineering
Me.licine Medicine
6 2.8 Technology 6 3.1 Agriculture 6 12,71 Industrial
Administration
7T 2.3 Agriculture 7 2.8 Technology 7 12,67 Technology
1.8 Home Economics 8 1.5 Home Economics 8  10.87 Home Economics
9 .5 Pharmacy 9 .9 Pharmacy 9 10.41 Humenities,
Soclal Science,
Education




Table III; insert on page 9

A B&T: PU: paid BT )3i) 1]
Equivalent Equivalent Books Average Average Spent Average
Books Books Received
SCHOOLS
Humanities 2413,0 2236.,8 1017 $ 9.65 $10.k1 $23,285.09 $12.15
Social Science,
Education
Science 400,k 431.3 393 19.99  18.56 8,004.53 20.37
Industrial not 355.0 325 not 12.71 k,512,66 13.89
Administration available available
Engineering 279.7 288.0 235 17.04 16,55 L, 766,46 20.28
Veterinary 18k ,6 157.4 168 1B.72 21,9 3,155.80 20.57
Medicine
Agriculture 229.6 167.3 158 12,84 17.62  2,947.50 18.65
Pharmacy not 55.4 77 not 25.85 1,431,70 18.59
available aveilable
Technology not 4,9 59 not 12,67 568,93 9.64
available available
Home Economics 62.7 48,1 50 8.34 10.87 523,05 10,46
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